4/12/69 


Bear Paul, 


Glad to get your letter doted April 
your silence was because of school work. While 
such long duration I was a little concerned. I 
cf having seen. you. 


9 with enclosures and to know 
I had presumed this, it was of 
saw Bud Wednesday and he told ne 


My purposes in ssnd/you 
I assume in sending these things t. 
J im end no others. I also assume t 
ever, it is necessory to run some 


as much as I do are those you cite and others, 
o you that you will share them v.ith hal and 
.hey will keep these things to themselves. How- 
risk to keep ourselves informed. 


I hardly thing; the time required to "study the K.O. trial" is justi- 
fied. If you go over Frazier, Shsneyfelt and Finck you have the little that will 
mean anything. There will be little new, but the formulations of their functions 
hy the agents and Finck' s account of the conditions under which the autopsy 
was performed will confirm the analysis we all shared, in essence. All that F'inck 
added to what I have in POST XOPTEM is the name we cannot trace, that of the 
admiral. It is irportsnt in that he did this under oath, in court, and it is not 
just my analysis, my reading of the evidence. I have sent you copies of my efforts 
to carry this further. 


On the limited editions: after.it gets light enough end assuming' my 
com la ini rig knees are not to vocal, I will see If x nave an extra copy of POET 
IdCKPEM. If I do - a my include it. I know h-.va a copy of POST iaORTBd III, with 
the incomplete appendix (I'll he ending a chapter of epilogues, one on the ^’inck 
testimony, on? on decaf s, already excerpted and typed to size). I do not have 
a spare copy of COUP, to which I'll also be adding tbs current stuff, very little 
on oirhen, much on Ray. I could no* do s &ot book on the trial alone. I am convinced 
the Oswald pattern was used, that he was framed, that the evidence would not stand 
perfunctory bgtt honest cross examination. Here I emphasize that the word of .the j 
judge be kept in confidence, not mentioned to anyone other than Hal and Jim. I ask 
for a guard against csrefless not conscious revelation. As you will see, I also 
shared confidence with him on the chence it co Lid lead to soemthing. If my wife 
confirms my belief that I have added nothing to 5K, I'll not send tast because 
you have it. I know I have added to COUP. I think it is now much more important. 

I'd prefer that the contents of these work not be used at all, save for the know- 
ledge of the three cf you new. I’d have no objections tompeople I trust, like Jim 
Eason and Harv Morgan, is they have any interest, reading them. J^m, if be got to 
it, could probably get the book published in printed form if he tried to turn 
his audience on (Ido not hint). 1 have no objection to Monroe Moen4 who has not 
responded to my letter) reading it. However, unless he is destitute, I do not 

know why he cannot spend the approximate $12.00 it would cost him to get a copy St 

COUP for himself and give me a spare one for you out there, which is the offer I 
made him. He certainly esn afford it as well as you, better than I. This much copy- 
ing would cost me $40.00 plus much time end travel. The man who promised to make 
copies hes not because the Xeroxing was too pale and I dared not give him the 
original. He can do microfilming and printing out. If you have anything on which 

we should have a printout, I can get it done free. He may yet make copies, but they 

may not be too good, too legible. 1 do not think it is worth the cost to you of 
making copies of POFT MORTEM III, not at this juncture, for I believe I have a 
"carbon” to spare. If I do I will have it in the package. You may keep it and compare 
or spot-check as you read. Jin end HaL can read it wi ile you are too busy. All <8f 
this writing has been” indexed or carded for indexing. 



On Mark Hollan, I am certain I saw the name by accident in the upper 
right-hand part 6 f a document while I was copying or ?n ile I was preparing to 
send the remainder to you. If you ever come accross it, it could be important 
to me end to my understanding of something that has perplexed me. 

Barry: sometimes he stops of return to his post from his home. I have 
copied your words end will give them to him and discuss it with him. I doubt if 
there is a list, unless the archives has made it, from some of the Willens 
memos on that subject. 1 have not seen him in two weeks. Much of the time he has 
spent there has been wasted because they did not show him the right copies of 
the transcripts. I have told him what to insist upon, the printer's copy. 

He has promised .to make a copy of everything he has examined for you, Gary and me. 

I would like a cooy of Eckhoff's letter to Jim 3.5 on Yallee. As you 
probably know, the letters I have written ana the documents I have gotten on 
Corley end Hester relate to this. 1 have added to COUP on this, but not the letters 
1 think they are the excerpts should go in the appendix, some of which x have 
already prepared for this purpose. If Jim could send me a copy of the listing 
from 1968 Register of Officers without too much trouble I’d appreciate it. 

However, what he should check and if he does, what I’d prefer the copy of is the 
1963 one or that and 1964, if the books is a year late in appearing. 

Forget about Joven America and checking them at Stanford. 1 hsue gottdn 
enough to dry that teat up. The Lawrence-Bllomfield natter is important at any time 

Your Bundy memo is important. I will return to that. There may, indeed, 
be date significance, one being that the study directed attention to that problem. 

Ruby reference 26H265. I have asked Barry to cheek further. 


I believe your recollection of Bud spouting in front of Turner is 
probably accurate, for I tola only Gary and him. I am satisfied he also told Sylvia 
^hisvmakes a serious problem for me on several levels. I have a different opinion 
of Turner than you people. - 1 know without question that he is without scruple and 
crooked, stealing whatever he wants. I also know that regardless of intent or 
motivation he has been a very evil influence. You know him otherwise and I do not 

insist you believe me. I do not have to ask myself why the ox gored me. It is 

enough for me to know that M have been gored. I do not want that material used by 

anyone in any way. I want to use it in proper context, not as a cheap sensation. 

I also anticipate the possibilityzsge'tting private use of it, and 1 plan this. 


Hosty memo good. I'm sorry now I was unable to follow that done when 
I first got onto it. There is no doubt in my mind this was conscious alteration 
and for the obvious pnsrpose. I'd like to be able to talk to Revill, who has quit 
the DPD, i suspect because of what this typified. I am willing to believe Hosty 
did say what he reported, under the emotional impact of the moment, ana I am also 
certain he was in Irving more then he said, as Marine herself indicated. 

I think in several areas your Bundy memo is significant. If you have 
any of t .e other documents referred to ih it, I want very much to see and probably 
use them, especially immediately in the analysis 1 am preparing for John Richols 
for use by his lawyers in responding to the government’s answer to his suit. If 
you do not have them, I strongly urge you get every one mentioned, or any not 
mentioned that subsequently came into existence. X may add this thing I dim doing as 
another appendix to EM III. It is also historically important, and we cannot 
espeet the files to be untouched in the future or that those who follow us will 
not miss anything or have all the time in the world tc follow such leads down. 



. . . . T For one thin S> these documents enunciate a policy often and currently 

I e ?° uae /everal parts in direct response to the allegations no* made 
in -n.Ber to ohn. I would like to know exactly whet study Bundy asked for l/l6 65 
The end of cage 1 an the top of S is not consistent with tne SxSess end reflect 
VI 81 change in barren's thinking (which makes important also the identities 
°; Vf who drafted the documents for the signature of others). Thus, we should 
s udy warren’s 4/5/65. It is clear that the government's policy has been violated 
*V°VV ltd thQ s Tectrographic analysis, where policy would have it withheld 
+ + ^ i^- endangered national security, which it cannot (nn 2-4), and that tne 
stated poiicy, overriding consideration of the fullest possible disclosure" 
calls for its release. Note also first sentence on 3 in this connection. * 

Save you anytuibg else of this nature? I’d like to go over anything 
and everything of such character, use for Von and in publishing or preparing 
for publication what may only be a memo for the future. 

Among the things about which A have not had time to write vou is 
what relates very much to this, the frameup with the rifle end ammo. I now have 
my rifle hack, the exsct sight is being mounted, I have a good store of the 
exact ammo and have made tentative arrangements for the nrotrr testing There is 
no doubt at all that every agent who worked on these aspects knew there was a 
rame and became part of it. I will prove this without question, with pictures. 
Bernsbei, who is a scholar end a rifle huff, has helped my thinking and under- 
standing very much.H e could articulate what I only suspected and show me how 
surprised J ohn Nichols, also a rifle buff, missed this. 

A k ave misgivings about his suit, tried without success to influence 
u,,f-,i n -! d y! n ? e ’. a f ked Wel1 in Pdvsnce that he include me to overcome some of his 


built-in liabilities, and now must help him for hi: 

I. . 1 1 . - - 


tj ' -i- defeat will hurt ell of us. 

ne went off half-cocked, incompletely prepared, incompletely informed and possibly 
under the wrong law. I will have to use material I did not expect to yet, would 
prefer to use in a different content. He is a reel hull head, if also a very nice guy 
who has done important work. . _ 

I have made s package of the NCR cony and the published copy of H.5III 
end will mail it insured at the p.o. where I go in a minute. 


Regards to everyone 


Sincerely 



